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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination xinder 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 6/18/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 5/21/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., Toshiyuki 
fails to disclose or suggest the recording of the new recording/reproducing condition 521a in a 
new drive information field along with information fi-om an immediately proceeding drive 
information field as would be necessary for Toshiyuki to disclose the above-discussed feature of 
claim 1. Instead, Toshiyuki discloses that the first and second drive information fields 502a and 
502b are used repeatedly by overwriting the recording/reproducing conditions 521a. There is no 
disclosure or suggestion of storing recording/reproducing conditions 521a in a new drive 
information field) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations fi*om the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Gems, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Claim 1 recites "new drive- 
specific information" not "new specific-information field". 
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Applicant's asserted "Toshiyuki discloses that the first and second drive information 
fields 502a and 502b are redundant, i.e., hold the same recording/reproducing conditions 521 a; 
and when a new recording/reproducing condition 521a is to be stored in the first and second 
drive information fields 502a and 502b, a previous recording/reproducing condition 521a is 
overwritten with the new recording/reproducing condition 521a in both of the first and second 
drive information fields 502a and 502b. Further, in the rejection, it is apparent that the first and 
second drive information fields 502a and 502b are relied upon as corresponding to the claimed 
clusters and the portions of the first and second drive information fields 502a and 502b to which 
the recording/reproducing conditions 521a are stored are relied upon as corresponding to the 
claimed sectors. However, claim 1 recites that the plural records of drive-specific information are 
arranged in an order in which the plural records were recorded with a last-recorded record of the 
plural records of drive-specific information located in a first sector of a current cluster following 
a last sector of a previous cluster, wherein the new drive-specific information is newly recorded 
to a first sector in a new cluster^ and information from all sectors except a last sector in an 
immediately proceeding cluster is newly recorded to sectors following the first sector in the new 
cluster.", which is incorrect. Toshiyuki discloses updated drive information, which is not the 
same as the previous information. Therefore, it is a new specific-information. Claims does not 
recite new specific information area or field. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a .patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 7, 9 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 

Fukushima Toshiyuki (JP 2000-322818). 

Regarding claim 1, Fukushima discloses an optical disc comprising: 

a data recording area for recording data (see Fig. 1 (105)); and 

a drive information area for recording drive-specific information (see Fig. 5), wherein: 

the drive information area comprises a plurality of clusters (see Figs. 5-7), 

each cluster comprises a plurality of sectors (see Fig. 5), 

each sector has capacity for storing one record of drive-specific information (see Figs. 1- 

7), 

the plural records of drive-specific information are arranged in an order in which the 
plural records were recorded with a last-recorded record of the plural records of drive-specific 
information located in a first sector of a current cluster following a last sector of a previous 
cluster (see [0014]-[0015] and Figs. 1-7), 

new drive-specific information is newly recorded to a first sector in a new cluster (see 
Fig. 6), and 

information from all sectors except a last sector in an immediately preceding cluster is 
newly recorded to sectors following the first sector in the new cluster (see Fig. 6 and response 
above). 

Regarding claim 3, see Figs. 1-7, discloses an optical disc as described in claim 1, 
wherein the drive-specific information includes at least a manufacturer identifier for identifying a 
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manufacturer of an optical disc drive, a drive identifier of the optical disc drive, and 
recording/playback conditions including a required laser power level (see [0073] -[0077]). 
Regarding claims 7 and 9, see rejection above of claim 1. 

Regarding claim 1 1, an optical disc as described in claim 3, wherein the drive identifier is 
a serial number of the optical disc (see Fig. 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fukushima 
Toshiyuki (JP 2000-322818) in view of Yamagami et al. (US 6,256,282). 

Regarding claim 4, Fukushima, see Figs. 1-7, discloses an optical disc as described in 
claim 1, discloses an information recording medium 101 (see Fig. 1) and read by a read beam 
incident thereto from the same side (see Fig. 8), wherein has a drive information area for 
recording drive-specific information (see Fig. 4). 

Yamagami, see cols. 5-6, discloses an optical disc comprising at least a first recording 
layer and a second recording layer each read by a read beam incident thereto from the same side, 
and the area in the second recording layer at the same radial position of layer 1 . 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide an optical disc comprising at least a first recording layer and a 
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second recording layer in Fukushima as suggested by Yamagami, the motivation being in order 
to have larger recording capacity (see Yamagami col. 5). 

Cited References 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

The cited references relate to recording or reproducing method and partial erase 
processing method (Ando et al. US 2001/0014070). 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VAN T. PHAM whose telephone number 571-272-7590. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00am -5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wayne Young can be reached on 571-272-7582. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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